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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 01/1 2/04 liave been 
considered by the examiner. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the car dash must be 
shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 

3. The claims are objected to because tliey include reference characters which are 
not enclosed within parentheses. 

Reference characters corresponding to elements recited in the detailed 
description of the drawings and used in conjunction with the recitation of the same 
element or group of elements in the claims should be enclosed within parentheses so 
as to avoid confusion with other numbers or characters which may appear in the claims. 
See MPEP§ 608.01 (m). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 19 recites the limitation "the laptop computer" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1-3, 8-10, 12, 13, and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hawl<ins et al. (6442637). Witli respect to claims, 1-3, Hawkins et al. 
teaclies, a removable plate having a medium, to be integral to a casing for a processor- 
based device to facilitate access to the medium, the removable plate comprising: a first 
surface (440) designed to be complementary to the casing (100) to cover a portion of 
the processor-based device; a second (450) surface to be covered by the first surface 
(440) when integrated with the casing (100), the second surface (450) being designed 
to face the processor-based device on the inner side of the casing (100), to provide 
access to the medium (400); and a coupling to couple the removable plate (400) to the 
casing (100), wherein the medium (480, 490) is designed to store data associated with 
the operation of the processor-based device, wherein the medium(480, 490) is a 
medium from a group of media comprising a floppy disk, a compact disk, a digital video 
disk, a flash memory device, a memory stick, an optical disk, and a magnetic medium 
as claimed, see for example figure 1A, 1B and 4A-4G. With respect to claims 8-10, 12, 
13, and 15, Hawkins et al. teaches a method to couple a medium to a casing for a 
processor-based device, the method comprising: determining a first surface (440) of a 
removable plate (400) wherein the first surface (440) is complementary to the casing 
(100) and is manufactured to cover a portion of the processor-based device, wherein a 
second surface (450) of the removable plate (100) is configured to provide access to the 
medium (480, 490), the medium (480, 409) being capable of storing data, wherein the 
second surface (450) is designed to face the processor-based device on the inner side 
of the casing (100); and adapting the removable plate (400) to couple with the casing 



Application/Control Number: 10/755,838 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2835 

(100), further comprising releasing tlie removable plate (400) and accessing the 
medium (480, 490) on the removable plate (400), further comprising updating the data 
on the medium (480, 490), wherein the second surface (450) is designed to allow the 
processor-based device to record data onto the medium, wherein determining a first 
surface (440) of a removable plate (400) comprises manufacturing the first surface 
(440) of the removable plate (400)., wherein determining a first surface (440) of a 
removable plate (400) comprises determining the removable plate (400), integral to the 
casing (100) to cover an opening (110) in the casing (100), wherein the dimensions of 
the removable plate (400) are adaptable to comprise the medium (480, 490); and 
creating the removable plate (400), based upon the dimensions, to be an integral 
portion of the casing (100), covering the opening (110). With respect claims 16 and 17 
Hawkins et al. teaches a system to facilitate storage of data on a processor-based 
device, comprising: a casing to substantially encase the processor-based device, the 
casing (100) comprising an opening (110); and, a removable plate (400) having a 
medium (480, 490) and being designed to cover the opening (110) in the casing (100) of 
the processor-based device, wherein the removable plate (400) comprises a first 
surface (440) designed to be complementary to the casing (100) to cover a portion of 
the processor-based device; a second surface (450) to be covered by the first surface 
(440) when integrated with the casing (100), the second surface (450) being designed 
to face the processor-based device on the inner side of the casing (100), to provide 
access to the medium (480, 490); and a coupling to couple the removable plate (400) to 
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the casing (100), wherein the processor-based device is adapted to communicate with a 
data-reading device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 4, 5, and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hawkins et al. (6442637). With respect to claim 4, Hawkins et al. 
teaches the invention as set for by claim 1 , see the above rejection thereof. However, 
Hawkins et al. lacks a clear teaching of the medium including bootable system recovery 
software as claimed. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made for the medium (480, 490) of Hawkins et al. to include any 
type of software needed by the end user. With respect to claim 5, Hawkins et al. 
teaches the invention as set for by claim 1 , see the above rejection thereof. However, 
Hawkins et al. lacks a clear teaching of heat dissipation. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the removable 
plate (400) of Hawkins et al. to incorporate a means to cool the electronic components 
as it is well known in the art for electronic components to fail when improperly cooled. 
With respect to claim 18, Hawkins et al. teaches the invention as set for by claim 16, 
see the above rejection thereof. However, Hawkins et al. lacks a clear teaching of the 
medium including medium comprises instructions to facilitate operation of the data- 
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reading device after a failure of the software as claimed. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the medium (480, 
490) of Hawkins et al. to include any type of software needed by the end user. With 
respect to claims 19 and 20, Hawkins et al. teaches the invention as set for by claim 16, 
see the above rejection thereof. However, Hawkins et al. lacks a clear teaching of the 
laptop computer and a cover for a car dash as claimed. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to place the casing 
anywhere needed by the end user. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 0. Claims 6, 7, 1 1 , and 14 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

1 1 . The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Hawkins et al. fails to teach or fairly suggest tab of claim 6, the rectangular 
compact disk of claim 7, the method steps of prompting the user to replace the 
removable plate, and painting a coating onto the medium of claims 1 1 and 14, 
respectively as claimed. 

Conclusion 

1 2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please note the teachings of the prior art listed on the enclosed 
PTO form 892. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lisa Lea-Edmonds whose telephone number is 571- 
272-2043. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jayprakash N. Gandhi can be reached on (571) 272-2800, ext 35. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Lisa Lea-Edmonds 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2835 

2008-02-27 

/Lisa Lea-Edmonds/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2835 



